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21701 


Mr. Richard Cohen 
The Washington Post 
1150 - 15th St. NW 
Washington, DC 20005 

Dear Mr. Cohen: 

Your today's column self-portrays an authentic American monster, the bastard of 
journalistic intellectual incest. 

It is a confession of personal journalistic incompetence, extended to the entire 
press. 

It makes sport of the deepest and most dangerous subversion possible in any repre- 
sentative society. 

It seeks to ridicule concerned and responsible inquiry with an indiscriminate if 
not libelous guilt-by-nonassociation in "a cast of fruitcakes and weirdos, conspira- 
tors with teeth capable of receiving radio transmissions from distant planets and 
poor devils with bugs implanted in their brains by the CIA." 

In your world there are only "conspiracy buffs" and "us anti-conspiracy types." 

(From your column this is not adequate self-description. Flack for know-nothingism 
might be closer. ) 

By your standard there can be no truth, no establishing of fact, no journalistic 
responsibility, indeed no system of justice because "There is just too much evidence 
to deal with" and because you appear to be unable to distinguish between nonsense, 
insanity and self-promotion and fact: 

"There is just too much evidence to deal with, too many books to read, 
too many contradictions and all of it wrapped up in politics and 
personalities ..." 

None of this is truthful. It represents the abdication of your responsibilities as 
well as that of the press in general. 

Is there nothing but conspiracy buffery or anti -conspiracy buffoonery when a Presi- 
dent is assassinated? Of what is there "too much evidence?" Of the crime itself 
or of the nuts made into something they are not by those with purposes to serve 
thereby and columnists with space to fill? 

Why don't you back up a bit, look at what you have written and published and ask 
yourself whether or not it isn't a defamation of the reportorial mind as well as of 
the unmentioned few who have conducted responsible inquiry without conspiracy 
theorizing - hardly the Epsteins and Lanes of whom you have written. 

Ask yourself if there is not an American means of establishing truth and fact, as 
for example in courts of law, and what you have done to learn before ordaining the 
hopelessness of it all when a system of society is turned around and then its 
basic institutions fail to perform - or worse, whitewash and cover up. 

Ask yourself also what qualifies you to represent either that Lee Harvey Oswald 
was indeed the assassin or that there is no evidence other than the acoustical 
bearing on whether or not there was a single assassin. Surely not Epstein's book, 
which played it safe and presumes guilt, despite your contrary suggestion. 
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Do you really believe that man's mind is capable of conceiving getting to the moon 
and then getting men there and back and yet remains incapable of deciding what is 
factual and what is not about a homicide relating to which there is tangible 
evidence? (Whether or not the Richard Cohens trouble themselves to examine it 
or the Washington Posts to publish it.) 

Two sentences make your column comprehensible: "I like a man who says 'sireen.' 

It smacks of authenticity." 


Q.E.D. 



